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REMARKS 

Claims 1-10 are currently pending in the application. Claims 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 8, 9, and 10 
have been amended. 

On page 2 of the Office Action, claim 4 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph, as being allegedly indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which Applicants regard as the invention. In particular, the Examiner indicates 
that claim 4 includes the term, "freely determined filtering" and that the specification also 
includes the term. According to the Examiner, however, the term is not defined in the 
specification. Applicants have amended the claim. Therefore, withdrawal of the rejection is 
respectfully requested. 

Claim 8 was rejected due to the phrase, "the filtering service" lacking antecedent basis. 
Applicants have amended claim 8 to address the antecedent basis issue. 

Claims 1-10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 6,1 54,839 (Arrow). 

Arrow is directed to a system that translates addresses in a data packet based upon a 
user identifier in the data packet. The system receives the data packet sent from a source node 
to a destination node by a user. The system uses the user identifier to "look up" communication 
privileges associated with the user. If the communication privileges allow the user to 
communicate with the destination node, the system replaces the source address in the data 
packet with a privileged address and forwards the data packet to the destination node. 

Applicants respectfully submit that currently amended independent claim 1, for example, 
is patentable over Arrow, as Arrow fails to disclose, "the filtering information is stored in an Ipv6 
extended header added to an Ipv6 header or in a flow label region in an Ipv6 header, when the 
packet is a packet in compliance with Ipv6." 

In contrast to the present invention, Arrow includes lookup tables maintained by a VPN 
unit. See Arrow, column 7, lines 41-42. 

Therefore, currently amended independent claim 1 is patentable over Arrow, as Arrow 
fails to disclose the above-identified feature of the present invention. As independent claims 2-4, 
6, and 8-10 recite language similar to that of independent claim 1, claims 2-4, 6, and 8-10 are 
patentable over Arrow for at least the reason presented above. 

As dependent claims 5 and 7 depend from independent claims 4 and 6, respectively, the 
dependent claims are patentable over Arrow for at least the reasons presented for the 
independent claims. 
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There being no further outstanding objections or rejections, it is submitted that the 
application is in condition for allowance. An early action to that effect is courteously solicited. 

Finally, if there are any formal matters remaining after the response, the Examiner is 
requested to telephone the undersigned to attend to the matters. 

If there are any additional fees associated with filing of this Amendment, please charge 
the same to our Deposit Account No. 19-3935. 



Respectfully submitted, 



STAAS & HALSEY LLP 





1201 New York Avenue, NW, 7th Floor 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434-1500 
Facsimile: (202)434-1501 
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